^NO 

TO PROTECT YOUR FUTURE 

Q: Why is only a slim majority of the SAG National Board recommending a "yes" vote on the TV/Theatrical 
Contract? 

A: Because 47% of your Board recognizes that this Contract is utterly unacceptable . The slim majority of the 
Board is willing to sell out the entire future of the SAG Membership in exchange for two years of labor peace. It 
is the opposite behavior of a Labor Union. 

There's a very good reason why the current SAG Leadership's "Vote Yes" campaign conveniently avoids 
stating the actual dollar figures in the Contract, especially in New Media/Internet. They know that the more 
Members who hear the details of this terrible deal will be that many more Members who will vote NO. 

Is it OK for SAG's Studio Signatories (e.g., NBC/Universal, ABC/Disney, Paramount, Warner Brothers, 
Sony, etc.) to make TV shows for New Media/Internet with nonunion actors ? 

Is it OK for there to be NO residuals EVER for shows made for New Media/Internet when shown on ad- 
supported sites (e.g., Hulu)? 

Is it OK for pre 1974 TV shows (The Brady Bunch, Partridge Family, Twilight Zone, Leave It To Beaver, 
Bonanza, etc.) and pre 1971 feature films to be shown on the Internet with NO residuals... EVER? 

Is it OK to give away our name, voice and likeness FOREVER as a condition of employment? 

Is it OK that you 'II be required to promote any product within scripted content, in character in TV, film and 
New Media for no additional compensation? And that you 'II have no warning or choice, even if it conflicts 
with your moral convictions or outside commercial campaigns? 

Is it OK that the SAG Membership has lost $4. 5 BILLION dollars in home video over the past 28 years 
because SAG agreed to a discounted formula that the Studios consistently refuse to improve? 

Is it OK to accept a weak contract now in exchange for HOPING the other Unions will negotiate with us in 
2011, even when those other Unions have made it VERY clear that they have no interest in doing so? 

47% of your SAG National Board says NO to all of the above ! 

SAG's Mission Statement : "... Fighting for artists' rights amid the digital revolution sweeping the entertainment 
industry in the 21st century... The Guild exists to enhance actors' working conditions, compensation and 
benefits and to be a powerful, unified voice on behalf of artists' rights." 

Why is a slim SAG Board majority ignoring the very reason for the Guild's existence? 

This contract establishes rollbacks and a terrifying absence of residuals in New Media that is likely to 

never change. To protect your future... 


VOTE NO! 


